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- Th9 MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address ~ 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

• Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
eamed patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )I3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 16 August 2005 , 
2a)I3 This action Is FINAL. 2b)n This action Is non-final. 

3) D Since this application Is In condition for allowance except for fomial matters, prosecution as to the merits Is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) 1^ Clalm(s) 1-10 Is/are pending In the application. 

4a) Of the above clalm(s) Is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) 1-5 and 8-10 is/are rejected. 

7) 13 Claim(s) 6-7 is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) n The specification Is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) n The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)n accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacennent drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) 0 The oath or declaration Is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or fomi PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (0. 
a)n All b)n Some * 0)0 None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received In Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received In this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter, which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 1 , 3-4 and 8-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

In claim 1, lines 6-7, applicants claim that the bead having a sectional 
configuration in which " the height is larger than 0.9 times the width ". As recited in the 
argument with an example (see page 5 of applicants' Remarks) and disclosed in the 
applicants' Spec page 14, lines 13-14 and Fig 4, the height is required to be larger than 
the width. However, in comparing these sizes of the bead (as shown in the amended 
claim), the height is not 0.9 times the width, in fact, the height is considered to be less 
than the width. Examiner has been using the same example applicants' used to show 
how the calculation is wrong, wherein the height of the bead is 1 .4 mm and the width of 
the bead is 1 .3 mm as follow: 0.9x1 .3 =1 .17 whereas 0.9 x1 .4 = 1 .3; therefore 0.9 times 
the height is the width. As such, the comparison recited in claim 1 "the height is larger 
than 0.9 times the width" is incorrect. Actually, the height is the width divided by 0.9, 
which is 1 .1 times the width - here applying the example height = 1 .1 x1 .3 = 1 .4. For 
the purpose of examination "the height is larger than 1.1 times the width" or "the width is 
smaller than 0.9 times the height" is assumed. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) The invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent In the United 
states. 

4. Claims 1-2, 5, 8 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Kitamura et al^US 6,139,639), 

With respect to claim 1, Kitamura et al discloses (see Abstract, Figs 1-3, columns 
7-8, starting line 61) a material application apparatus that applies a material from a 
discharge port of the nozzle along a predetermined movement track on the surface 
while performing relative displacement of a surface of workpiece disposed on a base 
and a nozzle with respect to each other (a coating machine with lifting mechanism 26 
and servomotor 18 for relatively moving the die 40 and the substrate on a tabie 
respectively to produce coating within a predetermined coating area), wherein the 
discharge port is formed into a non-circular configuration (rear lip 60 shaped into a 
downward slope 72 inclined towards the outlet 66) and capable of forming bead having 
a sectional configuration in which the height is larger than 1.1 times the width. It is well 
known in the art in the application of viscous materials onto a substrate with a die or 
nozzle that the height and width of a bead dispensed from the nozzle depend on the 
types of the shim used. For instance - Hadzimihalis et al (US 4,844,004) teaches (see 
column 3, lines 15-28, Fig 3, claim 7) that the height and width of the beads of material 
dispensed from the nozzle may be easily varied by simply changing from one shim to 



Application/Control Number: 10/500,303 Page 4 

Art Unit: 1734 

another. Kitamura et al teaches the use of shim to adjust the gap of the slot (see 
column 13, lines 23-28, by adjusting the gap with different type of shims, different sizes 
of bead can be dispensed). As such Kitamura et al's applicator or die is capable of 
forming beads having a sectional configuration in which the height is larger than 1 .1 
times the width by exchanging different shims. 

As to claim 2, Kitamura et al discloses (see Abstract, Figs 1-3, columns 7-8, 
starting line 61) a material application apparatus for applying a material to a surface of a 
workpiece disposed on a base and a movement means for relatively moving the 
application means along a predetermined movement track on the surface so as to apply 
the material into a bead configuration (a coating machine with lifting mechanism 26 and 
servomotor 18 for relatively moving the die 40 and the substrate on a table respectively 
to produce the material into a bead configuration). Furthermore, Kitamura et al 
discloses (see Fig 1) an application means (coating machine) including a syringe 
(syringe pump 44), a nozzle (die 40) connected to the syringe (syringe pump 44), and a 
nozzle (die 40) adapted to rotate (see column 8, lines 22-24 and column 12, lines 45-51 
for actuators rotating die) in the peripheral direction (a driving mechanism positioning 
the substrate in the desired area including peripheral edge of the substrate, see 
columns 7-8, starting line 61) while the syringe is not rotated in the peripheral direction 
thereof. 

Regarding claim 5, in Kitamura (see Fig 2) the nozzle is rotatable in the 
peripheral direction (desired area) by a motor provided with an output shaft (guide rods 
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within a casing 28) positioned parallel to the nozzle (40) and by a drive force 
transmission member (die holder 32). 

As to claim 8, Kitamura et al's device Is capable of using material having a 
viscosity of 10000 cP-400000 cP in degree of viscosity, and to 4-10 in thixo-index. 

Regarding claim 10, Kitamura discloses (see Fig 3 and column 14, lines 20-30) 
the space distance between the discharge port and the surface is set to around 1 .2-10 
(overlapping the claimed gap of 1 .5-3) times as the coating thickness (height of the 
bead). 

5. Claims 1 and 8-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Dominguez (US 4,964,362). 

With respect to claim 1 , Dominguez discloses (see Figs 1 , 3 and 6) a material 
application apparatus that applies a material from a discharge port of the nozzle along a 
predetermined movement track on the surface while performing relative displacement of 
a surface of workpiece disposed on a base and a nozzle with respect to each other 
(applicator for glass adhesives and sealants having nozzles (42,52) with discharge 
ports, a robot 10 for moving the nozzles and a positioning mechanism 19 for moving the 
substrate, in which the nozzles and the substrate move with respect to each other to 
apply coating having desired shape of adhesive bead), wherein the discharge port is 
formed into a non-circular configuration (the discharge opening 63 having trapezoidal 
shape) and capable of forming bead having a sectional configuration in which the height 
(1mm) is larger than the width of 0.9 mm. As shown in Fig 3, the shape of the adhesive 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/500,303 Page 6 

Art Unit: 1734 

bead 1 6 appears to have a height larger than the width of the bead. Dominguez also 
teaches (see column 1 , lines 54-58 and column 3, lines 45-54) that the spacing of the 
two nozzles is closely controlled in applying the desired shape of the adhesive bead. 
Therefore, Dominguez device is capable of forming beads having beads sizes as 
claimed by closely controlling the spacing of the nozzles. 

As to claim 8, Dominguez's device is capable of using material having a viscosity 

of 10000 cP-400000 cP in degree of viscosity, and to 4-10 in thixo-index. 

With respect to claim 9, in Dominguez (see Fig 1 and column 4, lines 15-18) the 

computer 32 adjusts the speed of the nozzle and the substrate with respect to each 

other so that the bead shape will remain uniform. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
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consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

8. Claims 3 and 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Dominguez (US 4.964.362) in view of Clitheros et al (US 4,564,410). In Dominguez the 
rotation of the nozzle assembly is controlled by the controller 32 in communication with 
robot arm 30 and a nozzle 42 with discharge opening (64) having a first end portion 
preceding a second end portion. However. A discharge port of the nozzle formed into a 
profile in which the first end portion positioned at the front side is wider than the second 
end side positioned at the rear end side is not taught. Clitheros et al discloses (see Fig 
6 and column 10, lines 30-47) a nozzle 16 having a discharge port in which the first end 
portion positioned at the front side is wider than the second end side positioned at the 
rear end side. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to include a discharge port of a nozzle having structure wherein 
the first end portion positioned at the front side is wider than the second end side in 
Dominguez to ensure adequate contact of the strip or bead of adhesive nrtaterial with 
the bottom channel around the window opening as taught by Clitheros et al. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

9. Claims 6-7 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 
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1 0. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: prior art of record does not disclose or suggest, a material application 
apparatus for applying a material to a surface of a workpiece disposed on a base and a 
movement means for relatively moving the application means along a predetermined 
movement track on the surface so as to apply the material into a bead configuration 
comprising, among others, a discharge port of the nozzle is formed into an acute-angled 
triangle configuration having a base edge portion and a pair of side edge portions 
constituting two equilaterals longer than the base edge portion. 

Response to Arguments 

1 1 . Applicant's arguments filed 08/16/2005 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. As to the 1 12 2"^ paragraph rejection, claim 1 is still unclear for the 
reasons recited above. Regarding the argument that Kitamura et al does not disclose a 
discharge port formed into a non-circular configuration, the examiner disagrees because 
Kitamura et al dose not teach a circular discharge port, as such the discharge port 
taught in Kitamura et al is not excluded from having a non-circular configuration. With 
respect to the argument that Kitamura et al and Dominquez do not teach a bead having 
a sectional configuration in which the height Is larger than the width, as recited above in 
the rejections the discharge ports of the material application apparatus disclosed by 
Kitamura et al and Dominquez are capable of forming beads having various dimensions 
including height of the bead is larger than 1 .1 times the width of the bead. 
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various dimensions including lieight of tlie bead is larger than 1 .1 times the width of the 
bead. 

12. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

1 3. Any inquiry concerning this communication or eariier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Yewebdar T. Tadesse whose telephone number is (571 ) 
272-1238. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8:00 AM-4: 30 
PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris Fiorilla can be reached on (571) 272-1 187. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more infornnation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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